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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO

STATE OF IDAHO,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Plaintiff-Respondent,
v.
JERIMEE RYAN SEAMANS,
Defendant-Appellant.

NO. 44390
Ada County Case No.
CR-2016-3575

RESPONDENT'S BRIEF

Issue
Has Seamans failed to establish that the district court abused its discretion by
imposing a unified sentence of 12 years, with three years fixed, upon his guilty plea to
grand theft?

Seamans Has Failed To Establish That The District Court Abused Its Sentencing
Discretion
Seamans pled guilty to grand theft (in violation of I.C. § 18-2407(1)(b)) and the
district court imposed a unified sentence of 12 years, with three years fixed. (R., pp.57-

1

60.) Seamans filed a notice of appeal timely from the judgment of conviction. (R.,
pp.62-64.)
Seamans asserts his sentence is excessive in light of his substance abuse,
mental health issues, and purported remorse. (Appellant’s brief, pp.3-5.) The record
supports the sentence imposed.
The length of a sentence is reviewed under an abuse of discretion standard
considering the defendant’s entire sentence. State v. Oliver, 144 Idaho 722, 726, 170
P.3d 387, 391 (2007) (citing State v. Strand, 137 Idaho 457, 460, 50 P.3d 472, 475
(2002); State v. Huffman, 144 Idaho 201, 159 P.3d 838 (2007)). It is presumed that the
fixed portion of the sentence will be the defendant's probable term of confinement. Id.
(citing State v. Trevino, 132 Idaho 888, 980 P.2d 552 (1999)). Where a sentence is
within statutory limits, the appellant bears the burden of demonstrating that it is a clear
abuse of discretion. State v. Baker, 136 Idaho 576, 577, 38 P.3d 614, 615 (2001) (citing
State v. Lundquist, 134 Idaho 831, 11 P.3d 27 (2000)). To carry this burden the
appellant must show that the sentence is excessive under any reasonable view of the
facts. Baker, 136 Idaho at 577, 38 P.3d at 615. A sentence is reasonable, however, if it
appears necessary to achieve the primary objective of protecting society or any of the
related sentencing goals of deterrence, rehabilitation or retribution. Id.
The maximum prison sentence for grand theft (in violation of I.C. § 182407(1)(b)) is 14 years. I.C. § 2408(2). The district court imposed a unified sentence of
12 years, with three years fixed, which falls well within the statutory guidelines. (R.,
pp.57-60.)

At sentencing, the district court articulated the correct legal standards

applicable to its decision and also set forth in detail its reasons for imposing Seamans’

2

sentence. (6/27/16 Tr., p.11, L.17 – p.16, L.4.) The state submits that Seamans has
failed to establish an abuse of discretion, for reasons more fully set forth in the attached
excerpt of the sentencing hearing transcript, which the state adopts as its argument on
appeal. (Appendix A.)

Conclusion
The state respectfully requests this Court to affirm Seamans’ conviction and
sentence.

DATED this 6th day of April, 2017.

__/s/_Lori A. Fleming___________
LORI A. FLEMING
Deputy Attorney General

VICTORIA RUTLEDGE
Paralegal

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 6th day of April, 2017, served a true and
correct copy of the attached RESPONDENT’S BRIEF by emailing an electronic copy to:
JUSTIN M. CURTIS
DEPUTY STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER
at the following email address: briefs@sapd.state.id.us.

__/s/_Lori A. Fleming___________
LORI A. FLEMING
Deputy Attorney General
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APPENDIX A
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1

think he operates at about a sixth grade level, and not

2

just intellectually, Judge, but I believe emotionally as

2

suspended sentence in that Is two plus five. He has

l

3

been in custody since his arrest on this case. I have

4

well . Jerimee strikes me as someone who is very
childlike, very Immature in the decisions he makes and

4

not specifically calculated the credit for time served

s

impulsive behavior he indulges in.

S

but he was arrested I believe on March 17th, so I

6

would ask for credit ••

He has, I believe, three times been

6

1

run it concurrent to his 2015 case. I believe the

7

offered M ental Health Court or some alternative type

7

a

program, and when he gets out he almost instantly goes

8

9

off of his medication and almost Instantly absconds.

9

10

And that is a shame.

10

I thought that he only had these two in front of you and

11

that··

I don't quite know why that Is. The only

11

THE COURT:

How long was his sentence In the

other case that Judge Reardon has?
MS. JONES: Your Honor, I'm not sure about that.

12

explanation I have Is that it is a combination of his

12

u

u

14

mental Illness, severe addiction to drugs and then of
course his emotional immaturity and his Intellectual

14

15

deficiencies.

1S

THE COURT:

16

MS. JONES: Correct.

At this point he understands that the

16

THE COURT:

He came back to us from referral

from Judge Reardon in Mental Health Court.
MS. JONES: That was a two plus five.
So he has the 13833 case.

17

court is going to be focused more on community safety

17

THE COURT:

18

than Mr. Seamans' rehabilitation. But, I propose,

18

MS. JONES: Yes.

Which was·· that is Reardon's case?

THE COURT: All right .

19

Judge, that a 12-year sentence Is not necessary in this

19

20

case to accomplish that. I think that when he ls In

20

21

custody for the most part he does do well. I believe

21

any fines or fees In this. I'm certainly hopefully

22

that he will take advantage of the programs that are

u

2l

available in the penitentiary setting.

23

Mr. Seamans at some point in time will be able to make
some restitution payments to the victim In this case.

24

Thank you.

I would ask that the court impose a

24

zs

ten-year sentence, with the first two years fixed and

1

before this newest Reardon case?

MS. JONES: Obviously, I ask the court to waive

2S

THE COURT: Wasn't he in Mental Health Court

12

11
2
3

MS. JONES: Yes, that was Judge Owen's case, and

when he got his charge with Judge Reardon and went In

2

disposition, I have also considered t he objectives of

i

protectlna society, achieving deterrence, the potential
for rehabilitation, as well as the need for retribution
or punishment.

4

front of Judge Owen for disposition, Judge Owen commuted

4

s

that case.

s

6
7

THE COURT: Thank you. That's what I was trying

to figure out.

a
9

10

Mr. Seamans, do you wish to make a
statement to the court?
THE DEFENDANT:

11

Yes, your Honor.

I Just want to say I'm sorry to the

In determining an appropriate sentence and

1

I have reviewed the PSI materials from the

6

7

probation case that was performed previously. I'm

a

familiar with Mr. Seamans from Mental Health Court and

9

his flle from Mental Health Court. I've reviewed the

10

materials provided to me by the state related to t he new

11

crime, I've considered all those, I've considered the

12

victim, I was off my meds and not doing good at all.

12

arguments and recommendations of counsel and considered

13

And I apologize to the court and everybody In here. I

13

the statement of the defendant today.
I've considered, in determining an

14

will take full satisfaction of the plea deal that you

14

1s

give me and will complete it and I will do well

15

16

afterwards. Thank you.

16

I've considered the extent to which he is mentally Ill,

17

his level of impairment, prognosis for improvement and

17

THE COURT:

Thank you.

appropriate sentence, the defendant's mental illness,

ta

On your plea of guilty, I find you guilty,

11

rehabilitation, the availability of treatment and level

19

and on your admissions I find that you have violated

19

of care required and where that can be safely provided.

20

your probation and that the violation was willful. In

20

21

an exercise of my discretion in sentencing and In

21

and primary consideration, the risk of danger to the

u

disposition, I have consider the Toohlll factors,

u

community that is present if the defendant is left at

23

including the nature of the offense and the character of

23

large. I also have considered the extent to which the

24

the offender, the Information In mitigation and In

24

defendant Is able to appreciate the wrongfulness of his

2S

aggravation.

25

conduct.

I've also considered, frankly as my first
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u
You know what Is most perplexing and

1

14
1

dangerous, extremely reckless, extremely selfish.
The fact of the matter is the court can

2

troubling is that the court and the state have bent over

2

3

backwards to try to help Mr. Seamans. He's been offered

3

only conclude at this point that when you are left alone

4

Mental Health Court once before all of this, and his

4

In the community, even w ith being offered the most

5

reaction was to run. And then he was caught and he was

s

intense supervision and resources available, you present

6

offered It again . And his reaction was to run.

6

a danger to the community. And I suspect that whenever

7

you satisfy whatever sentence you have, that may well

And each time before he was put back Into

7
8

or put Into Mental Health Court, he was specifically

8

be - there's a high likelihood that we'll see that

9

told, don't run, you're getting help now, let us

9

again, because there's a high likelihood you're going to

10

continue to help you. And Immediately, almost, he would

10

do what you did before, which Is stop taking your meds,

11

abscond . And then he picked up the new charge with

11

stop making good dec isions, start using, and put people

12

Judge Reardon while he was at large and Judge Reardon

u

at risk.

13

saw fit to recommend him again for M ental Health Court

u

14

and perhaps in hindsight, foolishly, I saw clear to

14

sentence is appropriate, a lengthy period of supervision

15

accept him back Into Mental Health Court.

And so for that reason I think a lengthy

15

Is necessary. And so I am going to sentence you for

16

I had the conversation with him again, do

16

purposes of community safety In particular, but also

17

you understand you're getting this one last opportunity,

17

hopefully for deterrence specifically with you, I am

18

we want t o try to help you, please don't run, show up.

11

going to, In the probation case, the 2015 case, 13833, I

19

That's not what happened, and not only Is that not what

19

20

happened, but you went out and committed new crimes, and 20

21

In committing new crimes, you put the public at risk,

21

22

you put the victim specifically at risk, you Injured the

22

am going to revoke your probation and I am going to
Impose your underlying sentence of seven years, with two
years fixed and five years indeterminate.
On the 2016 case, I am going to sentence

u

victim In this case, and in fact it is only by

23

you to the custody of the Idaho State Board of

24

providence that the victim wasn't more injured or

24

Corrections under the Unified Sentencing Laws of the

2S

perhaps even killed by your conduct, which was extremely

ZS

State of Idaho for an aggregate term of 12 years. The

1

court specifies a minimum period of confinement of t hree

1

measure of assurance they will be safe for at least that
period of time, and It grants a longer period of

16

15

2

years fixed, followed by an indeterminate period of

2

3

custody of nine years. I'm going remand you to the

3

supervision that, as I Indicated, I believe is

4

cust ody of the sheriff of the county to be delivered to

4

necessary.

5

t he proper agent of the Board of Corrections In

s

6

execution of the sentence. Credit will given for any

6

have not already done so, you provide a ONA sample and

7

time served on either case.

7

right thumbprint Impression. Rest itution will be left

•

I'm going t o order that these sentences be

On the 2016 case, 1'11 order that If you

8

open for 90 days. I'm not going t o order a fine or

9

served consecutive to one another because I believe that

9

public defender reimbursement. I'll order that you pay

10

the conduct In this case was reckless and dangerous

10

court costs.

11

enough to merit a significant period of punishment that

11

12

should not be, in my mind, swallowed significantly by

u

cannot afford an attorney, you can request to have o ne

13

the underlying sentence t hat you were absconding from at

13

appointed at public expense. Any appeal must be flied

14

the time you committed this crime, and I think the

14

wit hin 42 days t he date of this order or the entry of

15

retribution portion of sentencing objectives, that is

1$

the written orders of Judgment of conviction and

16

appropriate.

16

imposition of sentence and the o rder revoking your

17

probation and Imposing your sentence.

17

Furthermore, I think you need that period

You do have the right to appeal. If you

I do wish you luck. I hope t hat you

of time, at a minimum, In order to ensure that you

11

19

understand what Is going to happen if you do what you

19

accept the treatment that you need and that you when you

20

did agai n and abscond while on parole, as well as to

20

do parole out that you continue with your treatment and

21

ensure you receive the treatment t hat Is necessary,

21

that you comply w ith the supervision that will be

22

because I think you need significant t reatment for

22

provided for you.

u

mental health and substance abuse within the department

23

24

of corrections, and I think that Is going to take some

24

25

t ime. And finally I think it gives the community some

25

ta
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(Proceedings concluded.)
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